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3TrdhT 

31 M, 2012 

3TT.3I. 79(31).—tfW MpaPiP^ SlfaPlHH, 1951 (1951 43) ^ %1RI 106 ^ 3RJ*RU| "tf, *lKeT 3=rpff T T 

2009 ^ 25-VR 3T^HT^cft^|TtT fw 

rw j*TC7 <aFR ^ 2009 fW^H <uP^=hi 7RFTI 49 (^ih fW Pb<l4, ^llP^^I+dl ^TTR SHipT XT^cf, Upddhfl ) 

. ^ ^ RG3 TI^?T 3^ ^IFTRFI, f^TT^ 14-3-2011 f^fa/SIT^T Rd^ld 3!4> l fV l c1 ^ReTT t I 


ohl4cfr^1, ‘^RTTcPT, ^ ^TR^T 

«Jdl<3| Allft^i 49/2009 

V4l, 28 RTd, 2011 

dlP44>I4>R/Petitioner fw ftcTT sft pRH 1T% fa<|£ 

* - Tpif -RFTlfe ^pf 
37T^ - 37 ^4 

Hell - y.'+i- 1, 'JlWd <fr>7cil’l! f^lcrll, 
fm\ m (RKq TT&T) 

ftWVERSUS 

TP’rMf/Respondents 01 spspr TMeT 

Tim i2)!4!^i, ^rtft ^pnft 
cTK. facTT sir 
(■RK qTl^T) 


3I«TOf 

< H^ si H ■OHM Hldf 
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02 

sit fR? 

3TiRRf 


RRRI M^d^l, TIFT 
cISRVi RRIR7 
fsicfl RR (R*R TKTT) 

?fo^R %FTd R5T^R 

03 

Sit 

3RRR? 


TO1R. 7,-^RRR, 

3RRT R*R 

Rtw (RR) 

mTs^mi j i u i<i=i Risf 

04 

Sit RPjfR!! RMFf 

3TRR? 


RTR RRtft, Rte WRRTt 

fklferTRRT Risf 3tjRT 


ci 6'Hid 

rr (rr) 

ifem (to 

05 

Sit <ihRh'6 R^T 

3RRR? 


54/10, ^PIWRI Rlk, 

(d^fjK * \<k*\ ) RR, 
fsm RR (RR) 

PVH'Odl 

06 

ssft RRRlfW w cuff's TP4R 

3fPRRt 


R^HR 174, 

R1R e^efl., RtR dld^t 

WRtd rrrr, 
fel RR (RR) 

fM#q 

07 

sit ^hmPhp rtRrt 

31«IRt 


RTR 3RRT, Rte TcftRIR, 
cTF. R^R^, 
fel RR (RR) 

fr&fcI 

08 

Rt RtRl TjfalT 

R*RRt 


R1R Rk^T^t, RtR fR5RM 
cT£ 

fel RR (RR) 

fk^#q 

09 

RtR^RRl^ 31Hdl<=K 

3TRRf 


RTR RRkt, Rte ^$Kdl 
cTF. RW 

Pnd! RR (RR) 

frf#q 

10 

Sit ?fRlR H^d 
%TRtRTdI 

RTR ^dnl, Rte HisPd^! 
dS'HVl RR 
fel RR (RR.) 

3T*RRt 


faro - rrtcfi yfdfnfte 1951 R>t rttt 80 81 ^ aiRnfa ipn* 

- dtauRI 2009 ^ 4 th eta&RRT 25 RR (R *f *n) 16 R^ 2009 Rfl f#5R 

hR u iih r> P^ti qipci«t>i i 

rprtIr h£\<w, 

3TT^> RlfR«M4VR 3TR ^ f^Rj^T R^*f if 25 RR (31 *T *n) ^ PH^RH RfldlM 3 3TOF^ ite iRR cRlRn! 

''R yw,d ^diq hiPr^i ^nicim Rt RRS! ^iqi^ ^cj y+^ci f :— 
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( 1 ) ' WffeTOl ^ WHT 

(i) 3R^F ^l^chl+K &T 25 *IR (31 *\ W) TORTRT f^TR ^TIWRWf fa 

198-^ft (3T ^ W) ^ TO Rfs^T 48 ^ TOTO sTRTO 990 ^ (Annex-A) TO 3ffTO t ! 3=TcT: efe 

Rfafro to 81 $ ^ top^ fa t Rlftra mR» ii m Ph^h 

RlfTOT 3Rc£T ffa fa ^ feR RTO ^Ipd=bl+K t I 

(ii) TOT $ eTtTOTRT MrT 2009 fa 25 *TR (3TOTO ^ P^fe-T^ TORfa f^TO 30 

2009 ^ TOFT ^3TT | TOpT ^ SRT t#T?T TOfelR ^ TO(RR f^T 16 R^ 2009 ^ WTTOT ^ 

TOt I 3ffc f^TFF 16 Rf 2009 ^ TOR^T fafa MpRJTlR RtfacT fM M (Annex-B) I d<^RK 3TRRf $ 
Pi^l^H fcirar 16 *T$ 2009 3 45 PR 3RfR 30 ^jT 2009 ^ ffat t I 3TcT: 3R<£cT ^ | pR4d RRTOpR t} 

3R<pT R>t ^ TTfi|J RpR 1? I 

ST^afa-V 
RS2I V^l '3^T 

RIRHI F. fWTOT 'Rlfyebl R. 49/09 
3U^T Tffe 

3IT^?T ^ft mrte 3TK71 

TOR. 

■prafcR 'mfxI^Rr R. 49/09 


14-03-2011 

9ft ?nt, fagff arfq^n, RTfrorrof $ ffrz RfciMi<i ^ ■fair ^ fa? dinV^r ^ ^ i 
9ft Tg^r mt, rPsitoti 3 r? "sr^ct fror f^ ^ip^+i^di 3 fa ^ to^tt faf f^n f. i ^fa 

^Tf^raRt it w iw $ TO TpSR^ tr ^T t 1 R7T 3^?TtcH TO Rf Mr?T FlcTT f far pRTRT 

17-1-2011 ^ 3JK7T «£ 414^4 RrfRRTORf ■} RftnR. RTT ^picTH ^ fTO t | qiN^|«6x|{ ^ W W4 
24-2-2011 ^ 7TO1 ^ f^n7 31^1 fTO «IT 3^‘RTR^'^t 3-3-2011 «£ f^mtlRcf fTO ^FfT ^.T^. 
^Tf^T dpi f^RT 4 1 Ml 3^ftR7 3-3-2011 "^t 7 ft,X L f’. Peiy. T^RR 3TT5f ^ IViy, ^=i1^)d PtiMI T FTT P+i^ 3Tf^5l 
ci^ ^tt.T^. ^ f^7 MiP<sKd ^ fro w 1 Mip^+jch^ iTt^5 ^f t a^tr wmt 9 ft ■ 5^1 mt 4 to 
■f f^r f^iiT ^rl^ 3rg^7i , H^t’ ■f 1 

%TT TOTT t f^T MlPd+l+'dl Pd°lf^H ^TlfTO ^ jrftpitsR 3 ^f%f ^t ITO t I TOt 
Mpiqi<0 ^t ^T ^ %TT ^R ^R 3=TT^rfY ^ Rt.TO <lfec1 fTO t I 3fcT: Rt.Rt.Rt. ^ 3R^ 9 fTO 
2 3Th[ 5 ^ cT^cT Pd4ldd RlfTOf ^ ^ft TOt t I fR 3TK?T ^t ^ Rfd fr^PcpT ^ft ^ft ^3tlTJ 
TTRT^T TTTO ^ ’TOf^Icl ^t TO, I 

^./~ 

3R|. RR. 9ftTOR, TO 
[■R. 82TO. -#.R./( 49/2009 )/2012 ] 
3TT^1 1 $, 

«mU tot, Rfro 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 31 st May, 2012 

O. N . 79 (E) .—I n pursuance of Section 106 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgement/order of the High Court of Madhya Pradesh, Jabalpur dated 14-3-2011 in 
Election Petition No. 49 of 2009 (Mukam Singh Kirade, Petitioner Vs. Shri Ajay Rawat, Respondent) filed by Shri Mukam 
Singh Kirade challenging the Election of Shri Ajay Rawat from 25-Dhar Parliamentary Constituency, heldin April, 2009. 

Subject—Election Petition under Sec. 80 and 81 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 
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Reference: Election Petition submitted against Election results declared on 16th May, 2009 for Lok Sabha 

Parliamentary Constituency 25 Dhar (ST) during Lok Sabha Elections, 2009. 

Respectable Sir, 

On being dissatisfied with the results of the Elections under reference for 25 Dhar (ST), the applicant on behalf 
of the petitioner submits Elections Petition for hearing before Hon’ble High Court on the following grounds : 

1. Admissibility of the Petition. 

(i) , Applicant Petitioner is on elector of 25 Dhar (ST) Lok Sabha Constituency whereas his name is shown at 

198-Kushi (ST) Assembly Constituency in Part 48 at voters Serial No. 990 (Annexure A). Therefore, under 
explanation Sec 81 of the Representation of People Act being elector, complent petitioner for submitting 
Election Petition against declared results. 

(ii) In Indian during Lok Sabha Elections 2009, elections for 25 Dhar Lok Sabha Constituency (ST) was held on 
30th April, 2009. According to the declared programme by the Commission, counting was done on 16th 
May, 2009. And in the afternoon of 16th May, 2009 results were declared (Annexure B). Accordingly, from 
16th May, 2009, candidates election completes 45 days period on 30th June, 2009. Therefore, this petition 
is admissible to be submitted within time period. 


Proceedings before Honourable High Court, Jabalpur Bench. 

Election Petition No. 49/2009. 


Petitioner: Mukam Singh Kirade 

S/o Shri Kisan Singh Kirade 
Occupation-Farming and Social Work, Age-37 Years. 

Address: F. 1, Jobat Colony, Kukshi, 

Distt. Dhar (Madhya Pradesh). 

Versus 

Respondents: 1. Shri Ajay Rawat Applicant Bahujan Samaj Party 

Vill.-Khadapura Kanheri, 

Bhatyari, Tahsii- Kukshi, District-Dhar 
(Madhya Pradesh). 

2. Shri Gajendra Singh Rajukhedi Applicant Indian National Congress 

Majra- Patelpura, 

Vill.- Rajukhedi, 

Tahsil-Manawar, 

District-Dhar 

3. Shri Jitendra Singh Baghel 
House No. 7, Sector-A, 

Anna Nagar Govindpura, 

Bhopal (M.P.) 

4. Shri Bapu Singh Baghel, 

Vill.-Bhamori, 

P.O.-Longsari, 

Tahsii - Kukshi, 

Distt - Dhar (MP) 

5. ShriRam Singh Patel, 

54/10, JaiprakashMarg, 

Kumbar Gaddha Dhar, 

Distt. Dhar (MP) 

6. Shri Karan Singh Chhatar Singh Applicant Independent 

Daibar House No. 174, 

Vill-Khedi Haveli, P.O. Jotpur, 

Tahsil-Maniwar, Distt. -Dhar (MP) 


Applicant Gondwana Gantantra Party 


Applicant Republican Party of India (A) 


Applicant Shivsena 
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7. 

Shri Khuman Singh Baria, 

Vill. - Amba, P. 0- Datti Gaon, 
Tahsil-Sardarpura, 

District- Dhar (MP). 

Applicant 

Independent 

8. 

Shri Bheerna Bhuria 
VUl.-Boijhadi, 

PO.-Bidwal, Tahsil- 
Badnawar, District - Dhar (MP) 

Applicant 

Independent 

9. 

Shri Madan Bhai Amlawar, 

Mil - Bhamori, 

PO.-Buharla, 

Tahsil-Manawar, 

Distict Dhar (MP) 

Applicant 

Independent 

10 . 

Shri Han Ram Patel, 

Delmiwala, 

Vill- Delmi, P,0. Padliya, 

Tahsil- Dhar, 

District Dhar (MP). 

Applicant 

Independent 


ANNEXUREC 

HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH 

CASE NO. E.P. No. 49/09 OF 20. 

ORDER SHEET (CONTINU ATION) 

Date & S. No. ORDER 

of the Order 


14-03-2011 E.P. No. 49/09 

Shri Mukesh Tare, Learned Advocate for the pet itioner. 

None for the respondent. They are unserved. 

Shri Mukesh Tare, Advocate submitted that he is pleading no instructions for the petitioner. He 
has sent a registered lette r to the petitioner i n this regard. From perusal of the record i t reveals that P. F. has not 
been paid by the petitioner despite the order dated 17-01-2011. The petitioner requested for an adjourn ment 
in this respect on 24-02-2011 and the case was fixed for 03-03-2011 but P.F. was not filed, again on 03-03-2011 
a further adjournment was granted for P.F. for today but till today the P.F. has not been filed. The petitioner 
is not present and his counsel Shri Mukesh Tare has pleaded no instructions for him. 

Under these circumstances, it reveals that the petitioner is not interested in the prosecution of 
this Election Petition. He has not filed P. F. for the service of the respondent despite repeated orders, hence this 
Election Petition is dismissed under Order 9 Rules 2 and 5 of the C.P C. A copy of this order be sent to 
the Election Commission and be published in the Official Gazette. 

Sd/- 

<L S. SHRIVASTAVA) 
JUDGE 

[No. 82/MP-HP/(49/2009)/2012] 
By Order, 
BERNARD JOHN, Secy. 
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